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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 


No. 4730. 

Charles S. Yeomans, Appellant, 

vs. 

Ktta R. Yeomans. 


a Supreme Court of tlie District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 47027. 

Etta R. Yeomans, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Charles S. Yeomans, Defendant. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Supreme Court of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, at the city of Washington, in said Dis¬ 
trict, at the times hereinafter mentioned, the following 
papers were filed and proceedings had, in the above-en¬ 
titled cause, to wit: 

1 Bill of Complaint. 

Filed ^fay 27, 1927. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding 

an Equity Court. 

Equity No. 47027. 

Etta R. Yeomans, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Charles S. Yeomans, Defendant. 

The bill of complaint of Etta R. Yeomans respectfully 
shows: 
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CHARLES S. YEOMANS VS. ETTA R. YEOMANS. 


1. That she is a citizen of the United States and a resi¬ 
dent of the District of Columbia and lias been for more than 
three years last past. 

2. That the plaintiff and defendant were married at 
Bristol, State of Connecticut, on the 17th day of June 1896, 
and ever since said time have been and now are husband 
and wife. 

3. That one child has been born as issue of said marriage 
of plaintiff and defendant, namely, Koger W. Yeomans, 
who is now approximately twenty-nine (29) years of age; 
that there are no minor children of plaintiff and defend¬ 
ant. 

4. That in the latter part of the year 1925, the defend¬ 
ant, without just cause or reason, voluntarily deserted the 
plaintiff and has, since that time continued to live apart 
from the plaintiff*, and has not properly cared for or sup¬ 
ported the plaintiff. That the defendant has preferred the 
society and company of other women and has advised the 
plaintiff in writing that he preferred the company and 
society of other women and has likewise advised the plain¬ 
tiff in writing that he did not y)ropose to live with 

2 her any more, all as is fully set forth in the copies of 
the annexed letters written ])y the defendant to the 
plaintiff on November 7, 1925 and November 21, 1925, re¬ 
spectively, which said copies are prayed to be read as a 
part hereof. 

5. That the defendant is the owner of considerable per¬ 
sonal property in the District of Columbia, including money 
on deposit with the American Security Trust Company 
and securities in a safe deposit box in the District National 
Bank. That the defendant is well and financially able to 
care for the support of plaintiff, but, as aforesaid, has 
failed so to do and has voluntarily absented himself from 
this jurisdiction for more than six months for the purpose 
of evading service of ordinary process upon him and for 
the purpose of resisting any attempt of the plaintiff to 
compel him to care for and support her; that defendanUs 
property in the District of Columbia is worth at least the 
sum of Twenty Thousand ($20,000.00) dollars. 

Premises considered, plaintiff respectfully prays: 

1. That the writ of subpoena issue, commanding the de¬ 
fendant, Charles S. Yeomans to appear and answer the 
exigencies of this petition. 
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2. That in the event the subpoena is returned marked 
*‘not to be found” that service by publication be ordered. 

3. Tliat an order be passed liorein aiipointin^ a seques¬ 
trator authorizing and directing and empowering him to 
take and sequestrate the pro])erty of the defendant found 
in the District of Columl)ia, including money on deposit 
with the American Security Trust Company and the con¬ 
tents of the safe dei)osit box in the District National Bank 

and to use the same or the income therefrom, for the 
3 care and custody of the defendant and as alimony 
during the pendeney of this action, and thereafter. 

4. That an order be passed lierein awarding the plaintiff 
alimony pendente lite. 

5. That upon final hearing an order be passed herein 
awarding the plaintiff a decree of divorce a mensa et thoro 
from the defendant, permanent alimony, suit costs and at¬ 
torneys’ fees. 

6. And for such other and further relief as to the Court 
may seem just and proper. 

ETTA R. YEOMANS, 

PldlHttff • 

PEYSER, EDELTN & PEYSER, 

JULIUS I. PEYSER, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

District of Columbia, 55 ; 

Etta R. Yeomans, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
says that she has read tlie bill of complaint annexed hereto 
and subscribed by her, and knows the contents thereof; 
that the matters set forth herein of her personal knowledge 
are true and those stated upon information and belief she 
believes to be true. 

ETTA R. YEOMANS. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 2Gth dav of May 
1927. 

[seal.] HAROLD P. GANSS, 

Notary Public^ D. C. 
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CHARLES S. YEOMANS VS. ETTA R. YEOMANS. 


4 Spa. to Ansiver. 

Issued May 27, 1927. 

******* 

The President of the United States to Chas. S. Yeomans, 
Defendant, Greeting: 

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Su¬ 
preme Court of the District of (^olumbia to answer a bill 
of complaint (or petition) exliibited against you in the 
said (^ourt in a suit in Equity l)y the above-named plaintiff, 
and to further do and receive what the said (^ourt shall 
have considered in this behalf; and hereof fail not. 

Witness the Honorable Walter I. Mc(^oy, Chief Justice 
of said Court, the 27 dav of Mav, A. D. 1927. 

FRANK E. CUNNINGHAM, 

[Seal-I Clerk. 

By M. A. ROGERS, 

Assistajit Clerk. 

PEYSER, EDELIN, PEYSER & PEYSER, 

Attorneys. 

Note.— The defendant is required to file his answer or 
other defense in the Clerk’s office on or before the twenti¬ 
eth day after service, excluding the day thereof; otherwise, 
the bill may be taken pro confesso. 

MarshaVs Bet urn. 

Charles S. Yoemans Not to be found. 6/22/27. 

EDGAR C. SNYDER, 

U. S. Marshal in and for the Dist. of Coluwhia, 

By E. H. WATSON, 

Deputy U. S. Marshal. 

5 Amended Bill of Complaint. 

Filed June 16, 1927. 

******* 

The amended bill of complaint of Etta R. Yeomans re¬ 
spectfully shows: 
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1. Tliat she is a citizen of tlie United States and a resi¬ 
dent of the District of Columbia and has been for more than 
three years last past. 

2. That the iilaintiff and defendant were married at Bris¬ 
tol, State of Connecticut, on the 17th day of June, 1896, and 
ever since said time have been and now are husband and 
wife. 

3. That one child has been horn as issue of said marriage 
of plaintiff and defendent, namely, Roger W. Yeomans, 
who is now a])proximately twenty-nine (29) years of age; 
that there are no minor children of plaintiff and defendant. 

4. That in the latter part of the year 1925, the defendant, 
without just cause or reason, voluntarily deserted the plain¬ 
tiff and has, since that time, continued to live apart from 
the plaintiff, and has not properly cared for or supported 
the plaintiff. That the defendant has preferred the society 
and company of other women and has advised the plaintiff 
in writing that he ])referred the company and society of 
other women and has likewise advised the plaintiff in writ¬ 
ing that he did not propose to live with her any more, all as 
fully set forth in the copies of the annexed letters written 
by the defendant to the plaintiff on November 7th, 1925, 
and November 21st, 1925, respectively, which said copies 
are prayed to be read as a part hereof. 

5. That since the defendant deserted the plaintiff as 
aforesaid, he has travelled in various parts of the United 

States without changing his residence, and during 
6 said travels the defendant went to the City of Reno, 
State of Nevada, where on to-wit the 29th day of 
April, 1927, the defendant instituted a suit in the Second 
Judicial District Court, County of Washoe, State of Nevada, 
said suit being against this plaintiff and the purpose being 
to obtain a divorce from this plaintiff upon the grounds of 
cruelty and other grounds; that the defendant is not a bona 
fide resident of the State of Nevada and his sole purpose in 
going to said City of Reno in said State was to institute 
said suit as far away from this jurisdiction as he might do 
under the circumstances and within the time; that said suit 
is still pending; that personal service in said suit has not 
been made upon this plaintiff within the jurisdiction of the 
State of Nevada, but substitute service has been made in 
the State of Connecticut. 
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6. That the defendant is tlie owner of considerable per¬ 
sonal property in the District of Columbia, including money 
on deposit with the American Security Trust Company and 
securities in a safe deposit l)ox in the District National 
Bank. That the defendant is well and financially able to 
care for the support of plaintitf, but, as aforesaid, has 
failed to do so and has voluntarily absented himself from 
this jurisdiction for more than six months for the purpose 
of evading service of ordinary process upon him and for 
the purpose of resisting any attempt of the y)laintitT to 
compel him to care for and support her; that defendant’s 
property in the District of Columbia is worth at least the 
sum of twenty thousand ($20,000) dollars. 

Premises considered, plaintiff respectfully prays: 

1. That the writ of subpoena issue, commanding the de¬ 
fendant, (’harles S. Yeomans to ai)pear and answer 
7 the exigencies of this petition. 

2. That in the event the subpmna is returned 
marked ‘‘not to be found” that service by publication be 
ordered. 

3. That an order be ])assed herein appointing a seques¬ 
trator authorizing and directing and empowering him to 
take and sequestrate the property of the defendant found 
in the District of Columbia, including money on deposit 
with the American Security Trust Company and the con¬ 
tents of the safe deposit box in the District National Bank 
and to use the same or the income therefrom, for the care 
and custody of the defendant and as alimony during the 
pendency of this action, and thereafter. 

4. That an order be passed herein awarding the plaintiff 
alimony pendente lite. 

5. Tliat upon final hearing an order be passed herein 
awarding the plaintiff a decree of divorce a mensa et thoro 
from the defendant, permanent alimony, suit costs and 
attornevs’ fees. 

6. And for such other and further relief as to the court 
may seem just and proper. 

ETTA R. YEOMANS, 

Plamtiff, 

JULIUS I. PEYSER, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 
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District of Columbia, ss: 

Etta R. Yeomans, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
says that she has read the amended bill of complaint an¬ 
nexed hereto and subscribed by her and knows the contents 
thereof; that the matters set forth herein of her personal 
knowledge are true and those stated upon informa- 
8 tion and belief she believes to be true. 

ETTA R. YEOMANS. 

Sworn to and subscril)ed before me this 13th day of 
June, 1927. 

[seal.] HAROLD P. GANSS, 

Notary Public, 1). C. 

Order of Publication. 

Filed July 6, 1927. 

*#*«**» 

The object of this suit is to obtain a divorce a mensa et 
thoro from the defendant Charles S. Yeomans and for the 
appointment of a sequestrator. On motion of the plaintiff, 
it is this Sixth day of July 1927, ordered that the defendant, 
Charles S. Yeomans, cause his appearance to be entered 
herein on or before the fortieth day, exclusive of Sundays 
and legal holidays, occurring after the day of the first pub¬ 
lication of this order; otherwise the cause will be presented 
with as in case of default. Provided a copy of this order 
be published once a week for three successive weeks in the 
Washington Law Reporter and The Washington Post be¬ 
fore said day. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 


Affidavit of George E. Edelin. 

Filed July 26,1927. 

******* 

District of Columbia, ss: 

George E. Edelin, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
says that he is an attorney at law duly licensed to 
9 practice in all Courts of the District of Columbia, 
and is a member of the firm of Peyser, Edelin & 
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Peyser, tlie attorneys of record for Etta P. Yeomans, the 
above named ])laintiti[‘; on to wit, the 25th day of July, 1927, 
he caused to be mailed to the defendant, Charles S. Yeo¬ 
mans, a copy of the advertisement of the order of publica¬ 
tion passed herein, a copy of which is attached hereto; the 
copies of said advertisement were addressed to the defend¬ 
ant at the following addresses: 

1. c/o The Travelers Insurance Company, Woodward 
Building, Washington, D. C. 

2. Reno, Nevada. 

3. c/o Norcross and Cheney, Reno, Nevada. 


The defendant is employed by the Travelers Insurance 
Comi)any of Hartford, Connecticut, and is attached to the 
branch office of said comi)any at Washington, D. C.; that 
therefore copy of the said advertisement was sent to that 
address as being the defendant’s correct mailing address. 

The defendant has instituted a suit for divorce against 
this plaintiff in Reno, Nevada through Norcross and 
Clieney, Attorneys, and therefore a co])y of this advertise¬ 
ment was likewise sent to Reno, Nevada addresses above. 


GEORGE E. EDELIN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 25th day of July, 
1927. 

[seal.] HAROLD P. GANSS, 

Notary Public. 
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Order for Appearance. 
Filed August 24, 1927. 




The Clerk of said Court will enter my appearance for 
defendant solely for the purpose of the motion to dismiss 
original and amended bills and to quash order of publica¬ 
tion filed herein by the defendant. 

ROBERT E. ACORN, 

Attorney. 
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Motion to Dismiss Original and Amended Bill and to Quash 

Order of Publication. 

Filed August 24, 1927. 

******* 

Now comes the defendant, Charles S. Yeomans, by his 
attorney, and moves this Honorable Court to dismiss the 
original and amended bills tiled in the above-entitled cause 
by the ])laintifF, and to quash the order of publication, for 
the following reasons: 

1. The plaintiff, in l)oth the original and amended bill, 
in Par. (4) thereof, has made certain allegations and has 
stated “all as fully set forth in the copies of the annexed 
letters written by the defendant to the plaintiff on Novem¬ 
ber 7, 1925, and November 21, 1925, respectively, which said 
co])ies are prayed to be read as a part hereof.” The said 
coj)ies therein referred to are not annexed to either the 
original or the amended bill; and as they are material parts 
thereof the defendant cannot answer the bill filed herein 
by the plaintiff’ until he is fully informed as to their con¬ 
tents. 

2. That neither a copy of the original nor the 
11 amended bill was sent by registered mail by the Clerk 
of this Court to the defendant on or before the first 
day of the order of publication herein; and if such copy of 
the original or amended bill was sent by the Clerk to the 
defendant on or before the first day of the order of publica¬ 
tion herein, the mailing thereof by the Clerk has not been 
proved by the certificate of the Clerk, nor has the registry 
receipt been filed in the cause, all of the foregoing being 
required by Equity Rule 39. 

3. That neither the original nor the amended bill filed 
in this cause by the plaintiff specifically sets forth under 
oath the last known place of abode of the defendant as is 
required by Equity Rule 39. 

4. That the original bill in this cause was filed with the 
Clerk on May 27, 1927, and a subpoena to answer was issued 
on the same date; that the amended bill was filed with the 
Clerk on June 16, 1927, but no subpoena to answer was 
issued for said amended bill. And that an order of publica- 
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tion was signed in this cause on July 6, 1927, less than 
twenty da vs after tlie filing of tlie amended bill herein. 

5. That the order of publication issued in this cause pro¬ 
vided for the appointment of a sequestrator for the prop¬ 
erty of the defendant, and as a sequestrator cannot be ap¬ 
pointed until a party is in default and for the further rea¬ 
son that whatever property the defendant might own in 
the District of Columbia has been attached l)y the Marshal 
for the District of Columbia in an action brought by the 
plaintiff herein against the defendant herein in this Court, 
being Law No. 73,329, the said order of publication is of no 
force and effect and is void. 

6. That the amended bill filed in this cause by the plain¬ 

tiff was not, according to the records in the cause, 
12 mailed to the defendant in a sealed envelope, by 
registered mail, postage prepaid, at his last known 
place of residence or business as is required by Law Rule 
20, which rule is particularly stated to be applicable to 
“every pleading at law or in equity, subsequent to the 
original declaration or bill.” 

7. That the attorney for the plaintiff herein has not com¬ 
plied with Sec. 108 of the Code as required by Equity 
Rule 39. 


ROBERT E. ACORN, 
Attorney for Defendant, 


Julius I. Pevser, 

Investment Building, 

Attorney for Plaintiff: 

Please take notice that I will call up the above motion for 
a hearing on Friday, September 2,1927, at 10 o’clock A. M., 
or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 

ROBERT E. ACORN, 
Attorney for Defendant. 

I hereby acknowledge having received a copy of the 
above motion on August 24, 1927. 

JULIUS I. PEYSER, 

By HAROLD P. GANSS. 
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Motion for Alimony Pendente Lite. 

Filed September 29, 1927. 

******* 

Comes now the plaiiitilT, ])y her attorneys, and moves the 
Court to pass an order herein requiring the defendant to 
pay to the plaintiff alimony pending the trial hereof, coun¬ 
sel fees and preliminary costs. 

PEYSER, EDELIN & PEYSER, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

To Robert Ph Acorn, 

Attorney for Defendant: 

Take notice that the foregoing motion will be for 
1.3 hearing in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia on Friday, October 7th, at 10 o’clock A. M., 
or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 

PEYSER, EDELIN & PEYSER, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

Affidavit in Support of Motion for Alimony Pendente Lite. 

******* 


District of Columbia, ss: 

Etta R. Yeomans, being first duly sworn, deposes and 
says that she is the plaintiff in the above entitled cause 
of action; that she is dependent upon her husband, the 
above named defendant for support and that she has no 
income; that the defendant is the owner of property, con¬ 
sisting of stocks and bonds and real estate worth approxi¬ 
mately Twenty thousand ($20,000.00) Dollars; that the de¬ 
fendant is employed by the Travelers Insurance Company 
as an Agent and that his income from such employment is 
from twenty to twenty five thousand Dollars per annum; 
that during the period October 1, 1926 to August 22, 1927 
his income from the Washington office of the Travelers In¬ 
surance Company alone was Six thousand six hundred 
eighty-nine dollars and sixty-four cents ($6,689.64). 

ETTA R. YEOMANS. 
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Sworn to and subscribed before me this 14 day of Septem¬ 
ber, 1927. 

[seal.] HAROLD P. GANSS, 

Notar If Publ icj I). C. 

14 Order Overruling Motion to Dismiss, &c. 

Filed October 25, 1927. 

******* 

Upon consideration of the motion to dismiss the original 
and amended bill and to (piash the order of publication, it 
is, by the (\)urt, this 25th day of October, 1927, 

Ordered, that the said motion be and the same is hereby 
overruled. 

WILLIAM HITZ, 

Justice. 

To Robert E. Acorn, Esq., 

719 15th St. N. W., 

Attorney for Defendant: 

Take notice that the foregoing order will be brought to 
the attention of the Court on Tuesday the 25th day of 
October, 1927, at 10 A. M. or as soon thereafter as counsel 
can be heard. 

PEYSER, EDELIN & PEYSER, 
GEORGE E. EDELIN, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

h]xception to above ruling and order taken in open court 
and allowed by the Court. 

WILLIAM HITZ, J. 

ROBERT E. ACORN, 

Attorney for Defendant for the 
Purpose of This Motion. 

Order for Appeara/nce. 

Filed October 28, 1927. 

******* 

The Clerk of said Court will enter my appearance for de¬ 
fendant under protest, specially, and solely for the 

15 purpose of the motion filed herein by the plaintiff 
for alimony pendente lite, counsel fees and prelimi¬ 
nary costs, for the following reason: 
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The jurisdiction of this Court to proceed in this cause 
and/or to hear the aforesaid motion of the plaintiff is re¬ 
spectfully denied for the reasons set forth in defendant’s 
‘‘motion to dismiss the original and amended bill and to 
quash order of publication.” 

ROBERT E. ACORN, 

Attorney. 

Affidavit of P. J. Foran. 


Filed October 28, 1927. 

***** * * 

P. J. Foran, being duh" sworn, deposes and says that he 
is the Cashier of the Washington, D. C. agency of The 
Travelers Insurance (’ompany, tlie home office of which is 
in Hartford, Connecticut. 

That Charles S. Yeomans is one of the insurance agents 
of said The Travelers Insurance Company, and that the 
entire and total amounts received by said Charles S. Yeo¬ 
mans from The Travelers Insurance Company, The Trav¬ 
elers Indemnity Company and The Travelers Fire Insur¬ 
ance Company from all sources are as follows: 


1924 . 

1925 . 

1926 . 

1927 (Jan. 1 to Oct. 1). 


$2,035.60 

3,550.05 

6,273.24 

5,332.13 


That the nature of said Charles S. Yeomans’ business is 
to travel and visit Army and Navy camps and stations in 
different parts of the country where he writes most, if not 
all, of his insurance business; that he is required to travel 
as aforesaid in order to transact his business, and that his 
travelling expenses are not paid by the aforesaid 
16 companies but must be personally paid by him. 

That the above data was compiled in conjunction 
with the Comptroller of the Company. 

P. J. FORAN, 

Cashier. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of Oc¬ 
tober, 1927. 

[seal.] M. LE ROY GOFF, 

Notary Public, D. C. 
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Order for Alimoujj Pendente Lite. 

Filed November 1, 1927. 

* * « * * * * 

Upon consideration of the motion tiled herein for alimony 
pendente lite it is, by the Court, this 1st day of November, 
1927, 

Ordered that the defendant C^harles S. Yeomans pay unto 
the plaintilT Etta K. Yeomans the sum of One hundred 
twenty-tive ($125.00) Dollars per month as alimony pen¬ 
dente lite, said payments to be made on the 1st day of each 
month, the tirst said payment to be made on the 1st day of 
December, 1927. 

WILLIAM HITZ, 

Justice. 


Exce])tion to, and appeal from, the foregoing order noted 
in open Court bv the defendant. Rond fixed at $1,500. 

W. H. 


Memorandum. 


November 17, 1927.—Undertaking (deft.) on appeal, 
$1,500, a])i)roved and filed. 

17 Designation of Record. 

Filed November 30, 1927. 

******* 

The defendant having perfected an appeal herein to the 
Court of A])i)eals of the District of Columbia on November 
17, 1927, hereby requests the Clerk of the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia to prepare at defendant’s ex¬ 
pense a transcript of the record on appeal, including therein 
the following papers and proceedings, namely: 

1. Bill of complaint for divorce filed by plaintiff. 

2. Subpoena to defendant to answer, dated May 27, 1927. 

3. Order of publication. 

4. Amended bill of complaint. 

5. Special appearance of defendant filed August 24,1927. 

6. Motion to dismiss original and amended bills of com¬ 
plaint and to quash order of publication. 
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7. Affidavit of George E. Edelin as to mailing of copy of 
order of publication. 

8. Order overruling motion to dismiss original and 
amended bills of complaint and to quash order of publica¬ 
tion. 

9. ]\Iotion for alimony pendente lite and affidavit in sup¬ 
port of said motion. 

10. Special appearance of defendant for purpose of mo¬ 
tion for alimony pendente lite, filed October 28, 1927. 

11. Affidavit of P. J. Foran. 

12. Order for alimony pendente lite. 

13. Assignments of error. 

14. Appeal bond. Memo. of. 

15. This designation of record. 

ROBERT E. ACORN, 
Attorney for Defendant^ Appellant. 

18 November 29,1927. 

Service of copy of the foregoing designation of record 
acknowledged this 29th day of November, 1927. 

PEYSER, EDELIN & PEYSER, 

H. P. GANSS, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Appellee. 

Assignments of Error. 

Filed February 29, 1928. 

******* 

Now comes the defendant in the above-entitled cause and 
for assignments of error in said cause states that the Court 
erred as follows: 

1. In refusing to grant and in overruling the defendant’s 
motion to dismiss the original and amended bills and to ' 
quash the order of publication. 

2. In assuming jurisdiction in the above-entitled cause. 

3. In ruling that the Court had jurisdiction in the above- 
entitled cause. 

4. In granting the motion of the plaintiff herein for ali¬ 
mony pendente lite. 


IG 
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5. Ill ordering the defendant to pay to the plaintiff the 
sum of one hundred twenty-five dollars per month as ali¬ 
mony pendente lite. 

ROBEET E. ACORN, 
Attorney for Defendant, Appellant. 

Service of a copy of the foregoing assignments of error 
acknowledged this 29th day of February, 1928. 

GEORGE E. EDELIN, 

PEYSER, EDELIN & PEYSER, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Appellee. 

19 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columhia, ss: 

I, Frank E. Cunningliam, Clerk of the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages 
numbered from 1 to 18, both inclusive, to be a true and 
correct transcript of the record, according to directions of 
counsel herein filed, cojiy of which is made part of this 
transcript, in cause No. 47027 in Equity, wherein Etta R. 
Yeomans is Plaintiff and Charles S. Yeomans is Defendant, 
as the same remains upon the files and of record in said 
court. 

In testimony whereof, 1 hereunto subscribe my name and 
affix the seal of said Court, at the city of Washington, in 
said District, this 2nd day of March, 1928. 

[Seal Supreme (^oiirt of the District of Columbia.] 

FRANK E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Clerk, 

By CHAS. B. COFLIN, 

Asst. Clerk. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. 
No. 4730. Charles S. Yeomans, appellant, vs. Etta R. Yeo¬ 
mans. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Mar. 
3, 1928. Henry W. Hodges, clerk. 
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